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Dear Bull* 

Your latter of the 25th case today. 




C->> KACS^sS' 


Too ere u entitled to your views on the selonry end ilvarm* paper uluto mine. 

The core reman t did put oat go r er — wn t cnah on Alvars* paper* Z have the proofs. 

X don't *M n>f I Raid there la n direct connection with the salt vs &DA. I do any there 
la a remarkable coincidence In tiao. lad Z da know that the timing was planned in ndvaaoe. 

Ten find as an example of unwarranted coacludalona that ha would ask ae for a 
free oopy. "Bet at all pectJ#iar" are the wards you psed. 

By belief la that Z would not be alone la using other words* 

Tea here so scholarly questions about ble use ae a eouroe of someone alsa'a verbal 
reptreaen tattoos of the work of still another? Happily you practise a higher standard 
with your on echolarahlp* 

Z have no trouble believing his interest oaaa from etucteets In 1966* I don't believe 
I said otherwise in the letter* Teu here refare to a "general controversy." X recall 
no etiwr work containing that content of Whitewash available at that time* So the students 
got It fron Whitewash* 

Teu. are correct if you believe you could net convince ae that it makes no difference 
where a abet fait a melon. X do net address this with a degree In physios. 1 have recol- 
lections enough of practical applications free ay boyhood, like with belle* Grown people, 
golf balls. Tennis belle. B ase b all s . 


Z have as interest la ths aalauy, you can be assured. 1 was aaldag for no information 
on it. 

I on Interested la the use made. 

But ae Z recall thin is net where X began. That was with the propriety of Alvarea 
using federal aoney alloc.-.tad for research Into ene fcHy far so obvious a political pur- 
pone. By questions now are greeter* not fewer. 

X also believe that an an article of this nature there la no possible d isc i ti me r 
once the eouroe of support is stated. 


Since rely* 


